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[54] FIG. 5 shows an example implementation of using BMC Search with 

proof analysis to generate abstract models. 

[55] FIG. 6 shows examples of interface constraints for a latch in the design. 

[56] FIG. 7 illustrates an example of how an abstract model is derived. 

[57] FIG. 8 shows an example implementation of performing iterative 

abstraction verification. 

[58] FIG. 9 shows an exemplary implementation of handling a 

counterexample in the iterative abstraction flow. 

[59] FIG. 10 shows an example implementation of refinement with proof 

analysis. 

[60] FIG. 11 shows an example implementation of use of BMC search on 

abstract model. 

[61] FiG.12 shows an example implementation of use of BMC proof on 

abstract model. 

[62] FIG. 13 shows an example implementation of use of BDD-based / 

SAT+BDD-based model checking on abstract model. 

[63] FIG. 14 shows an example implementation of use of BDD-based / 

SAT+BDD-based reachability analysis on abstract model to Constrain BMC 
Search / BMC proof on larger models. 

[64] FIG. 15 shows an example of a conflict analysis. 
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